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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 02/1 1/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Please see the following reasons and the grounds of rejection below. 

2. On page 10, paragraph 1 , the applicant argues that the references to Saad 
(USPN 6,721,558) and Maryka et al. (USPN 6,738,806) cannot be combined because 
they are not concerned with the same problems. The argument is not persuasive 
because both Saad (USPN 6,721,558) and Maryka et al. (USPN 6,738,806) are 
concerned with interrogating remote devices for configuration information. As such, 
they render the current claims obvious as shown below. 

3. On page 12 - page 13, the applicant argues that the reference to Saad (USPN 
6,721,558) fails to teach a configuration service provider, a configuration manager, or 
means for parsing the configuration message. The argument is not persuasive because 
Saad (USPN 6,721,558) does provide these elements. Specifically, each device has a 
configuration service provider component that retrieves and sends back the requested 
configuration information. The cell station provides all the functions of the configuration 
manager. Although the terms used are not identical, all of the limitations of the claims 
are taught as shown below. Finally, the cell station receives a single request and 
utilizes this to request information from all the components. The cell station must parse 
this first request in order to make requests to each component. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-7 and 20-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C: 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) in view of Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616). 

6. Regarding claim 1 , Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teaches a device comprising: 

a. A router component configured to receive a query document including 
a query statement related to a setting stored on the device, the router 
component being further configured to pass at least a part of the query 
document to other components (column 2, lines 29-31; column 3, lines 
23-26; column 4, lines 65-67). 

b. A configuration service provider component associated with the setting 
and configured to access the setting (column 3, lines 26-32). Note that 
each hardware component on the cell station is queried separately, 
determines its settings, and replies. 

c. A configuration manager component configured to receive the at least 
part of the query document and to identify the configuration service 
provider based on information within the query document, the 
configuration manager being further configured to pass the query 
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statement to the configuration service provider for processing (column 
3, lines 23-31 ; column 4, line 65 - column 5, line 4). 

Although the system disclosed by Saad (USPN 6,721,558) shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose specifically means wherein the 
device is a mobile device. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Saad (USPN 6,721,558) as evidenced 
by Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616). 

In an analogous art, Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616) discloses a system for 
interrogating and determining the configuration of a device wherein the device is a 
mobile device. 

Given the teaching of Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616), a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying the system of Saad (USPN 6,721,558) by employing it on a mobile device 
(i.e. the cell stations are mobile devices). The reference to Saad (USPN 6,721,558) 
communicates remotely with the cell stations. The system would benefit from this 
modification by allowing it to have a wider range and not be constrained to currently 
hardwired terminals. 

7. Regarding claims 2 and 34, Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teaches all the limitations 
as applied to claims 1 and 29, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the 
router component is configured to receive query documents from a plurality of push 
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sources, each push source being configured to interact with an external initiator of the 
query document (figure 1 ; column 3, lines 28-30). 

8. Regarding claims 3 and 35, although the system disclosed by Saad (USPN 
6,721,558) (as applied to claims 2 and 34, respectively) shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention, it fails to disclose specifically means wherein the initiator includes 
a provisioning server in wireless communication with the mobile device. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Saad (USPN 6,721,558). 

A person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the 
desirability and advantages of modifying Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) by putting the server 
in wireless communication with the remote device. This benefits the system by 
expanding the network size for the provisioning server. Please note that Saad (USPN 
6,721 ,558) points out that the cell station are "remote" so wireless service would 
decrease the networking burden. 

9. Regarding claims 4 and 36, Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teaches all the limitations 
as applied to claims 2 and 34, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the 
initiator includes a provisioning server in wired communication with the mobile device 
(figure 1). 

10. Regarding claim 5, Saad (USPN 6,721,558) teaches all the limitations as applied 
to claim 1 . He further teaches means wherein the configuration service provider is 
further configured to retrieve a current value of the setting from the device (column 3, 
lines 28-31). 
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11. Regarding claims 6 and 32, Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teaches all the limitations 
as applied to claims 5 and 31, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the 
configuration manager is further configured to modify the query document based on the 
retrieved value of the setting (column 4, lines 32-36; column 5, lines 21-30). 

1 2. Regarding claims 7 and 33, Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teaches all the limitations 
as applied to claims 6 and 32, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the 
query statement within the modified query document is modified to include the retrieved 
value of the setting (column 5, lines 21-30). 

1 3. Regarding claim 20, Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teaches a device with means for: 

a. Receiving a configuration message including a payload identifying a 
particular setting on the device (column 4, lines 60-65). 

b. Parsing the configuration message to identify the particular setting 
stored on the device (column 4, lines 65-67). 

c. Passing the payload to a configuration component responsible for 
maintaining the particular setting (column 5, lines 5-6). 

d. Retrieving, by the configuration component, a value associated with 
the particular setting stored on the device (column 3, lines 31-32; 
column 5, lines 5-6). 

Although the system disclosed by Saad (USPN 6,721,558) shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose specifically means wherein the 
device is a mobile device. 



Application/Control Number: 09/895,450 , Page 7 

Art Unit: 2153 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Saad (USPN 6,721,558) as evidenced 
by Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616). 

In an analogous art, Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616) discloses a system for 
interrogating and determining the configuration of a device wherein the device is a 
mobile device. 

Given the teaching of Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616), a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying the system of Saad (USPN 6,721,558) by employing it on a mobile device 
(i.e. the cell stations are mobile devices). The reference to Saad (USPN 6,721,558) 
communicates remotely with the cell stations. The system would benefit from this 
modification by allowing it to have a wider range and not be constrained to currently 
hardwired terminals. 

1 4. Regarding claim 21 , Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teaches all the limitations as 
applied to claim 20. He further teaches means for returning a response document to an 
initiator of the configuration message, the response document including the value for 
the particular setting (column 3, lines 31-33). 

1 5. Regarding claims 22 and 26, Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teaches all the limitations 
as applied to claims 20 and 25, respectively. He further teaches means for identifying 
which configuration component is responsible for maintaining the particular setting and 
passing the payload to the identified configuration component (column 4, lines 65-67). 
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Note that each separate component is responsible for its configuration information and 
is queried separately. 

16. Regarding claims 23 and 27, Saad (USPN 6,721,558) teaches all the limitations 
as applied to claims 20 and 25, respectively. He further teaches a configuration 
manager programmed to manage a provisioning transaction (column 3, lines 23-31; 
column 4, line 65 - column 5, line 4). 

17. Regarding claims 24 and 28, Saad (USPN 6,721,558) teaches all the limitations 
as applied to claims 20 and 25, respectively. He further teaches means wherein the 
configuration manager is responsible for maintaining the particular setting (column 

3, lines 23-31 ; column 4, line 65 - column 5, line 4). 

1 8. Regarding claim 25, Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teach a system for querying a 
setting on a device with means for: 

a. Receiving a configuration message from an initiator, the configuration 
message including a payload identifying a particular setting stored on 
the device (column 4, lines 60-64). 

b. Passing at least the payload to a configuration component responsible 
for maintaining the particular setting (column 4, lines 65-67; column 3, 
lines 24-26). 

c. Retrieving, by the configuration component, a value associated with 
the particular setting stored on the device (column 5, lines 5-6). 
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d. Returning a response document to the initiator of the configuration 
message, the response document including the retrieved value for the 
particular setting (column 5, lines 6-7). 
Although the system disclosed by Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose specifically means wherein the 
device is a mobile device. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Saad (USPN 6,721,558) as evidenced 
by Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616). 

In an analogous art, Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616) discloses a system for 
interrogating and determining the configuration of a device wherein the device is a 
mobile device. 

Given the teaching of Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616), a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying the system of Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) by employing it on a mobile device 
(i.e. the cell stations are mobile devices). The reference to Saad (USPN 6,721,558) 
communicates remotely with the cell stations. The system would benefit from this 
modification by allowing it to have a wider range and not be constrained to currently 
hardwired terminals. 

19. Regarding claim 29, Saad (USPN 6,721,558) teaches a device comprising: 

a. A router component configured to receive a query document including 
a query statement related to a setting stored on the device, the router 
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component being further configured to pass at least a part of the query 
document to other components (column 2, lines 29-31; column 3, lines 
23-26; column 4, lines 65-67). 
b. A configuration manager component configured to receive the at least 
part of the query document and to identify the configuration service 
provider based on information within the query document, the 
configuration manager being further configured to pass the query 
statement to the configuration service provider for processing (column 
3, lines 23-31 ; column 4, line 65 - column 5, line 4). 
Although the system disclosed by Saad (USPN 6,721,558) shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose specifically means wherein the 
device is a mobile device. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Saad (USPN 6,721,558) as evidenced 
by Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616). 

In an analogous art, Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616) discloses a system for 
interrogating and determining the configuration of a device wherein the device is a 
mobile device. 

Given the teaching of Maryka et al. (USPN 6,490,616), a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying the system of Saad (USPN 6,721,558) by employing it on a mobile device 
(i.e. the cell stations are mobile devices). The reference to Saad (USPN 6,721,558) 
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communicates remotely with the cell stations. The system would benefit from this 
modification by allowing it to have a wider range and not be constrained to currently 
hardwired terminals. 

20. Regarding claim 30, Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teaches all the limitations as 
applied to claim 29. He further teaches a configuration service provider component 
associated with the setting and configured to access the setting, wherein the 
configuration manager is further configured to identify the configuration service provider 
based on information within the query document, and to pass the at least part of the 
query to the configuration service provider for processing (column 2, lines 29-31 ; 
column 3, lines 23-26; column 4, lines 65-67). 

21 . Regarding claim 31 , Saad (USPN 6,721 ,558) teaches all of the limitations as 
applied to claim 30. He further teaches means wherein the configuration service 
provider is further configured to retrieve a current value of the setting from the mobile 
device (column 5, lines 5-6). 

Conclusion 

22. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Parton whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
3958. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 
Art Unit 21 53 
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